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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant's Amendment, filed April 4, 2006, has been entered. The amendments 
regarding the Specification have been accepted and the objection to the Specification regarding 
se of trademarks is withdrawn. Claims 6-8, 10-13, 25-35, 39-41 and 43-46 have been 
withdrawn. Therefore, claims 1-5, 9, 14-24, 36-38, 42 and 47-52 are pending in this action. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed April 4, 2006, have been fully considered but they are not 

persuasive. Applicant argues that the prior art Kawecki et al, U.S. Pat. No. 5,963,625 

("Kawecki et al") "does not teach or suggest the combination of providing 'a central application 

capable of communicating with at least two application over a public network' and allowing the 

'applications to query the repository database through the central application, thereby making the 

customer information accessible to each of the applications,' as recited in independent claims 1, 

13 and 35," and that Kawecki et al. does not describe the applications as recited in Applicant's 

invention (Remarks, page 17). The Examiner disagrees. In the Specification, Applicant 

describes applications as: 

Examples of different types of rental applications 14 include POS 
(Point of Sale) applications for rental stores, applications for 
Business to Consumer (B2C) online rental cyberstores, and 
applications for other Business-to-Business (B2B) online portals 
that further customize VideoCentral services as well as providing 
additional services. 

(Specification, page 7, line 21 through page 8, line 2). 
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Kawecki et al., as discussed in the prior office action and below, teaches a central application 
capable of communicating with at least two applications over a public network (col. 6, lines 16- 
32). The "at least two applications" are the sponsor equipment which includes servers, which are 
synonymous with online portals. The Examiner notes that claims are interpreted in the broadest 
possible sense and are not limited to the Specification. Furthermore, the central applicant is 
Kawecki et al. is capable of communicating with numerous applications. Claims directed to an 
apparatus must be distinguished from the prior art in terms of structure rather than function, see 
In re Danly 263 F.2d 844, 847, 120 USPQ 582, 531 (CCPA 1959). A claim containing a " 
recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed 
does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus" if the prior art apparatus 
teaches all the structural limitations of the claim. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ2d 1657 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1987). Thus the structural limitations of claim 1, namely a central applicant, are 
disclosed in Kawecki et al as described herein. 

In response to Applicant's argument that Kawecki et al. does not disclose querying the 
database through the central application, the Examiner disagree. As discussed below and in the 
prior office action, Kawecki et al. teaches allowing the applications to query the repository 
database through the central application (col. 8, lines 29-31 and 37-47). The applications 
[sponsors through their toll switches] receive the number and formulate a query to the central 
application [NCP], which then accesses the database to determine if the caller is undesirable. 
Thereby, the applications query the database through the central application. 

In response to Applicant's argument that the prior art Sherr et al. does not teach or 
suggest "displaying indicators adjacent to each movie title on the list that allow the user to take 
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action with respect to a particular movie title.. ." (Remarks, page 19), the Examiner disagrees. 
As stated in the prior office action and below, Sherr et al. shows indicators adjacent to each 
movie title to select that particular movie (Fig. 5 and pages 9 and 10, ^0092-0095 - by clicking 
on the movie image, which can be adjacent to or in lieu of the title, more focused information 
can be shown). 



Examiner Note 

Examiner cites particular columns and line numbers in the references as applied to the 
claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are 
representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well It is respectfully requested that, 
in preparing responses, the applicant fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by 
the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
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filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that 
an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published 
under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 9, 14, 36 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kawecki et al. 9 U.S. Patent Number 5,963,625 (hereinafter referred to as "Kawecki et 
al."). 

Referring to claim 1 . Kawecki et al. discloses a method for providing a business-to- 
business network service for applications used by service providers {see, e.g., col. 3, line 36 
through col. 4 5 line 44), comprising the steps of: 

(a) providing a central application capable of communicating with at least two 
applications over a public network (col. 3, lines 36-40 and col. 6, lines 16-32 - note the central 
application is the network control point ("NCP"), the at least two applications are the sponsors, 
and the public network can be telecommunications including Internet); 

(b) providing a repository database for storing customer information that spans more than 
one of the service providers (col. 3, lines 36-47, col. 6, lines 26-30, and col. 7, lines 25-36 - note 
the repository database comprises the first and second ANI data tables); and 

(c) allowing the applications to query the repository database through the central 
application, thereby making the customer information accessible to each of the applications (col. 
8, lines 29-31). - 

Referring to claims 2 and 9. Kawecki et al. discloses the method of claim 1 wherein step 
(b) further includes the step of: receiving different customer information from each of the 
applications (claim 2) that includes one or more of a list of business customers, a customer wish 
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list, customer rental history, and customer evaluations (claim 9) (col. 7, lines 25-36 and line 61 
through col. 8, line 29 - note the customer information including list of business customer, 
customer history and customer evaluations is the non-paying subscriber information). 

Referring to claims 14, 36 and 42. All of the limitations in system and apparatus claims 
14, 36 and 42 are closely parallel to the limitations of method claims 1, 2 and 9, analyzed above, 
and are rejected on the same bases. 

Claims 47-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by Sherr et 
aL, U.S. Pat. App. Pub. No. US 2002/0154157 Al (hereinafter referred to as "Sherr et aL"). 

Referring to claim 47. Sherr et al. discloses a method for enhancing the display of a 
movie title list, the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) displaying a list of movie titles to a user (Figs. 2 and 5-10 and pages 9 and 10, Tfl|0092- 
0095); and 

(b) displaying indicators adjacent to each movie title on the list that allow the user to take 
action with respect to a particular movie title, thereby eliminating the need for the user to 
navigate to a separate movie title page in order to take the action (Figs. 2 and 5-10). 

Referring to claim 48. Sherr et al. discloses the method of claim 47 further including the 
step of displaying a combination of indicators from among a group comprising: 

(i) an in stock or out of stock indicator (Fig. 2 and page 6, ^[0066 - note the 
indicator is the redirect to preferred source), 
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(ii) an already rented/purchased indicator (Figs. 2 and 14 - "Open Order Ticket"), 

(iii) an order command (Fig. 2 - "Order Page"), 

(iv) an add to wish-list command (Fig. 2 and pages 7-8, ^0079-0080 - "MyList"), 
and 

(v) an add to shopping cart command (Fig. 2 and page 10, ^[0095 - "Order Page"). 

Referring to claim 49. Sherr et al. discloses the method of claim 48 further including the 
step of providing icons as the indicators, wherein a click on the icon initiates a corresponding 
action (Figs. 2 and 5-10 and page 6, ^[0066). 

Referring to claim 50. Sherr et al. discloses the method of claim 49 further including the 
step of using customer historical data to display the indicators (Figs. 2 and 3 and page 7, f 0073). 

Referring to claim 51. Sherr et al. discloses the method of claim 50 further including the 
step of using customer historical data that spans multiple rental chains (Figs. 2 and 3 and pages 6 
and 7, 1ft 0066 and 0073 ~ note the spanning multiple rental chains incorporates the various 
websites to order movies). 

Referring to claim 52. Sherr et al. discloses the method of claim 51, further including the 
step of storing the customer historical data in a repository database that spans multiple rental 
chains and this is accessible by the multiple rental chains (pages 7 and 12, 1fl[0073 and 0111- 
01 13 - note the multiple rental chains are the other websites). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 15 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al., U.S. Pat. App. Pub. No. US 2005/0273827 Al 

(hereinafter referred to as "Javed et al.")- 

Referring to claim 3. Kawecki et al. discloses the method of claim 1 as discussed above, 
but does not disclose wherein the service providers comprise video rental chains. Javed et al in 
the same field of endeavor of e-shopping, discloses a method for internet-based distribution of 
video and other data, wherein the providers may comprise video rental chains (page 1, ^[00 13 - 
note the video point-of-presence ("VPOPs") may be any provider renting videos which 
inherently included video rental chains). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to have modified the system of Kawecki et al. to include the teachings of Javed et al. to 
allow for the service providers to comprise video rental chains. Doing so would allow for 
subscribers to buy, rent, or otherwise acquire video files online. 
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Referring to claims 15 and 37. All of the limitations in system and apparatus claims 15 
and 37 are closely parallel to the limitations of method claim 3 analyzed above and are rejected 
on the same bases. 

Claims 4, 5, 16-19 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. and further in view of Sherr et al. 

Referring to claims 4 and 5. Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. discloses the method 
of claim 3 as discussed above, but does not disclose wherein step (b) further includes the steps 
of: storing movie title information in the repository database, making the movie title information 
accessible by the applications, and receiving the movie title information from the movie 
distributors (claim 5). Sherr et al., in the same field of endeavor of e-shopping, discloses a 
method for selecting and delivering electronic content, including videos, wherein the database 
stores movie title information received from the movie distributors and accessible by the 
applications (pages 3, 4 and 6, W040, 0049 and 0066 - note the information received from 
movie distributors is the text describing the movie and redirecting to official website of movie). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to have modified the system of Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. to include the 
teachings of Sherr et al. to allow for the database to store movie title information accessible by 
the applications. Doing so would allow for users to search for movies of interest and for the 
website to store preferences to make recommendations, thereby allowing users to make more 
informed decisions as to which movie to rent, as suggested by Sherr et al. (page 8, 1fl[008 1-0082). 
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Referring to claims 16 and 38. All of the limitations in system and apparatus claims 16 
and 38 are closely parallel to the limitations of method claims 4 and 5, analyzed above, and are 
rejected on the same bases. 

Referring to claim 17. Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. and further in view of Sherr 
et al. discloses the network service of claim 16, further including a request servlet, a notify 
servlet, and a data access process (Kawecki et al., col. 8, lines 29-60 - note the request servlet is 
the NCP receiving the query from sponsors, the notify servlet is the NCP announcement system, 
and the data access process is the call processing logic comparing the data). 

Referring to claim 18. Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. and further in view of Sherr 
et al. discloses the network service of claim 17 wherein there is no direct customer interaction 
with the central application (Kawecki et al., col. 7, line 61 through col. 8, line 19 - note that no 
direct customer contact is implied by "through automated feed from sponsor's billing platform"). 

Referring to claim 19. Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. and further in view of Sherr 
et al discloses the network service of claim 18, wherein the applications include point-of-sale 
applications, business-to-consumer applications, and business-to-business applications (Sherr et 
al., pages 3, 4, 6 and 12, 1HI0040, 0049, 0066 and 0112-0113 - note the point-of-sale and 
business to consumer applications consist of the website, and the business to business 
applications are the interactions between the selling/renting website, official movie websites and 
third parties). Doing so would allow for commerce to be conducted electronically between 
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various vendors and customers, to provide information useful for marketing and to use 
information for accounting purposes, as suggested by Sherr et al. (page 12, ffl[01 12-01 13). 

Claims 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. further in view of Sherr et al. and further in view of 
Forth et al., U.S. Pat. No. US 6,853,978 B2 (hereinafter referred to as "Forth et al."). 

Referring to claim 20. Kawecki et al. in view of Jared et al. further in view of Sherr et al. 
discloses the network service of claim 19, but does not disclose wherein the protocol of the 
network service is HTTP Servlets. Forth et al, in the same field of endeavor of e-shopping, 
discloses a method of ordering devices including wherein the protocol of the network service is 
HTTP (col 5, lines 26-32). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to have modified the system of Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. further in view of 
Sherr et al. to include the teachings of Forth et al. to allow for the network protocol to be in 
HTTP servlets. Doing so would allow for a facile transfer of information. 

Referring to claims 21 and 22. Kawecki et al. in view of Jared et al. further in view of 
Sherr et al. discloses the network service of claim 20 but does not discloses wherein the central 
application communicates with the applications using XML messages (claim 21) contained in 
Simple Object Access Protocol (SOAP) envelopes (claim 22). Forth et al., in the same field of 
endeavor of e-shopping, discloses a method of ordering devices including wherein the central 
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application communicates with the applications using XML messages contained in (SOAP) 
envelopes (Forth et al., col. 11, lines 41-48) 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to have modified the system of Kawecki et al. in view of Javed et al. to include the 
teachings of Forth et al. to allow for the central application to communicate with other 
applications using XML messages contained in SOAP envelopes. Doing so would reduce or 
eliminate the need for human intervention during the ordering process, as explicitly disclosed by 
Forth et al. (col. 11, lines 41-48) 

Referring to claim 23. Kawecki et al. in view of Jared et al. further in view of Sherr et al. 
and further in view of Forth et al. discloses the network service of claim 22 wherein the 
repository database further includes a first component for storing information regarding each of 
the service providers, a second component for storing information regarding each of the rental 
customers, and a third component for storing data that describes movie titles (Sherr et al., pages 
5-6, ^[0060-0066 - note the information regarding service providers comprises the websites at 
which movies can be rented/purchased, and the information on rental customers is the user 
activity information). Doing so would allow for customers to be able to obtain movies from 
another source if not at one source, for website to make suggestions as to future movies to rent, 
and for customers to have access to information on movies to make better selections, as 
suggested by Sherr et al., pages 5-6, ^0060-0066). 
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Referring to claim 24. Kawecki et al. in view of Jared et al. further in view of Sherr et 
al. and further in view of Forth et al. discloses the network service of claim 23 wherein the 
network comprises the Internet (Kawecki et al., col. 16, lines 14-21). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amee A. Shah whose telephone number is 571-272-81 16. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AAS 

May 25, 2006 





